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Act were four such public benefit exceptions: 
health, education, park and recreation, and 
historical monuments. Since 1949, the Act has 
been amended numerous times to add more 
public benefits. These additions are wildlife 
refuge, ports, prisons, airports, homeless, self- 
help housing, and law enforcement/emergency 
response. 

The City of Kewaunee is interested in using 
this former Army Reserve Center to house its 
city hall, city council, and senior center. Those 
types of use do not fit into any of the 11 cur-
rent exceptions. Therefore, the federal govern-
ment cannot transfer this property free of 
charge without special legislation like that 
which is before us today. 

Although I am pleased that the City of 
Kewaunee is able to benefit from this property 
transfer, this bill should not in anyway be seen 
as setting a precedent for future special legis-
lation. Congress can and should amend the 
Act if it determines that city halls or other ex-
ceptions should exist. With proper hearings 
and mark-ups, the Committee on Government 
Reform may decide that the definition of public 
purpose should be expanded. It may decide 
otherwise. 
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THOUGHTS ON THE WAR AGAINST 
TERRORISM 

HON. BOB BARR 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2001 

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to share these thoughts by Mark Helprin 
in the September 12, 2001 Wall Street Jour-
nal. His argument makes an excellent case for 
a total and committed defense of our nation 
against the elements of international terrorism. 

[From the Wall Street Journal, Sept. 12, 
2001] 

WE BEAT HITLER—WE CAN VANQUISH THIS 
FOE, TOO 

(By Mark Helprin) 
America, it is said, is slow to awaken, and 

indeed it is, but once America stirs, its reso-
lution can be matchless and its ferocity a 
stunning surprise. 

The enemy we face today, though barbaric 
and ingenious, is hardly comparable to the 
masters of the Third Reich, whose doubts 
about our ability to persevere we chose to 
dissuade in a Berlin that we had reduced to 
rubble. Nor is he comparable to the com-
manders of the Japanese Empire, whose 
doubts about our ability to persevere we 
chose to dissuade in a Tokyo we had reduced 
to rubble. Nor to the Soviet Empire that we 
faced down patiently over half a century, nor 
to the great British Empire from which we 
broke free in a long and taxing struggle that 
affords a better picture of our kith and kin 
than any the world may have today of who 
we are and of what we are capable. 

And today’s enemy, though he is not mor-
ally developed enough to comprehend the 
difference between civilians and combatants, 
is neither faceless nor without a place in 
which we can address him. If he is Osama bin 
Laden, he lives in Afghanistan, and his 
hosts, the Taliban, bear responsibility for 
sheltering him; if he is Saddam Hussein, he 
lives in Baghdad; if he Yasser Arafat, he 
lives in Gaza; and so on. Our problem is not 

his anonymity but that we have refused the 
precise warnings, delivered over more than a 
decade, of those who understood the nature 
of what was coming—and of what is yet to 
come, which will undoubtedly be worse. 

The first salvos of any war are seldom the 
most destructive. Consider that in this re-
cent outrage the damage was done by the 
combined explosive power of three crashed 
civilian airliners. As the initial shock wears 
off it will be obvious that this was a dem-
onstration shot intended to extract political 
concessions and surrender, a call to fix our 
attention on the prospect of a nuclear deto-
nation or a chemicall or biological attack, 
both of which would exceed what happened 
yesterday by several orders of magnitude. 

It will get worse, but appeasement will 
make it no better. That we have promised re-
taliation for decades and then always drawn 
back, hoping that we could get through if we 
simply did not provoke the enemy, is ap-
peasement, and it must be quite clear by now 
even to those who perpetually appease that 
appeasement simply does not work. There-
fore, what must be done? Above all, we must 
make no promise of retaliation that is not 
honored; in this we have erred too many 
times. It is a bipartisan failing and it should 
never be repeated. 

Let this spectacular act of terrorism be the 
decisive repudiation of the mistaken as-
sumptions that conventional warfare is a 
thing of the past, that there is a safe window 
in which we can cut force structure while in-
vesting in the revolution in military affairs, 
that bases and infrastructure abroad have 
become unnecessary, that the day of the in-
fantryman is dead, and, most importantly, 
that slighting military expenditure and pre-
paredness is anything but an invitation to 
death and defeat. 

Short of a major rebuilding, we cannot now 
inflict upon Saddam Hussein or Osama bin 
Laden the great and instantaneous shock 
with which they should be afflicted. That re-
quires not surgical strikes by aircraft based 
in the United States, but expeditionary 
forces with extravagant basing and equip-
ment. It requires not 10 aircraft carrier bat-
tle groups but, to do it right and when and 
where needed, 20. It requires not only all the 
infantry divisions, transport, and air wings 
that we have needlessly given up in the last 
decade, but many more. It requires special 
operations forces not of 35,000, but of 100,000. 

For the challenge is asymmetrical. Ter-
rorist camps must be raided and destroyed, 
and their reconstitution continually re-
pressed. Intelligence gathering of all types 
must be greatly augmented, for by its nature 
it can never be sufficient to the task, so we 
must build it and spend upon it until it 
hurts. The nuclear weapons programs, de-
pots, and infrastructure of what Madeleine 
Albright so delicately used to call ‘‘states of 
concern’’ must, in a most un-Albrightian 
phrase, be destroyed. As they are scattered 
around the globe, it cannot be easy. Security 
and civil defense at home and at American 
facilities overseas must be strengthened to 
the point where we are able to fight with due 
diligence in this war that has been brought 
to us now so vividly by an alien civilization 
that seeks our destruction. 

The course of such a war will bring us 
greater suffering than it has brought to date, 
and if we are to fight it as we must we will 
have less in material things. But if, as we 
have so many times before, we rise to the oc-
casion, we will not enjoy merely the illu-
sions of safety, victory, and honor, but those 
things themselves. In our history it is clear 
that never have they come cheap and often 

they have come late, but always, in the end, 
they come in flood, and always in the end, 
the decision is ours. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF LINDA M. GEORGE 
AND CHRISTOPHER ZARBA 

HON. JAMES P. McGOVERN 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2001 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, earlier in the 
week I offered remarks on three of my con-
stituents who were lost in Tuesday’s tragic at-
tacks. As the days have progressed, I have 
learned that other people from my district were 
also killed. 

I would like to take just a minute of the 
House’s time to honor two people: Linda M. 
George and Christopher Zarba. 

Linda George, 27, was one of seven em-
ployees from the TJX Companies who died on 
American Airlines Flight 11, which was hi-
jacked and crashed into the World Trade Cen-
ter. 

Linda lived in Westborough, and was plan-
ning to get married on October 20 in Worces-
ter. She graduated from St. Peter-Marian and 
Providence College. She was a passionate 
worker, a terrific athlete and a great friend to 
those who knew her. 

She leaves behind her parents, Richard and 
Carolyn and her fiancee, Jeff Pereira. 

Christopher Zarba, 47, was from Hopkinton. 
He was a software engineer for Concord Com-
munications, Inc. He was also killed on Amer-
ican Airlines Flight 11. 

His loss has been deeply felt by his family 
and his colleagues at Concord. Saturday 
would have been his 48th birthday. 

Mr. Speaker, I know all of my colleagues 
join me in mourning the loss of these and 
every victim of Tuesday’s tragedy. Our deep-
est sympathies go out to their families at this 
difficult time. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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URGING TOLERANCE IN THE WAKE 
OF TUESDAY’S ACTS OF TER-
RORISM 

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, September 14, 2001 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, in the wake of the 
terrorist acts perpetrated in New York City and 
Washington, DC, I am heartened by the Amer-
ican people’s extraordinary display of kindness 
and cooperation. I have been moved by how 
our diverse Nation has come together in a 
united show of support—men and women, 
children and adults, Christians and Muslims, 
Jews and Buddhists, Hindus and Catholics, 
Latinos and Caucasians, Asian Americans and 
African Americans. 

However, I am concerned about reports of 
anti-Arab and anti-Muslim acts committed by 
some in our communities. American Muslims 
and Arab Americans share our commitment to 
the American ideals of freedom, justice, and 
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